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Criteria Definition Maximm Points 

Major Criteria    
 Research question, 

definition of objectives 
10 8 

 Theoretical/conceptual 
framework 

30 6 

 Methodology, analysis, 
argument 

40 25 

Total  80        39 
Minor Criteria    

 Sources 10    8 
 Style 5    5 

 Formal requirements 5    5 
Total  20          18 
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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

The main theme of submitted Master thesis is selected well. Research question (comparing 

similarities and differences between the EDL and organizations Pegida) is chosen fairly well, 

although it is not discussed widely, as well as the basic hypothesis of this study (difference in 

the success of both organizations, given its focus on the (white) working class in the case of 

EDL and the middle class in case of Pegida).  

The main problem of the thesis is weak theoretical base. Author conducted a literature review, 

which is quite adequate (there are of course even another publications on the issue of EDL, 

but key works about Pegida are stated), but deeper theoretical background is missing. I miss 

especially theoretical foundations of two concepts author is working which are "social 

movement" and the "New Right". There is a relatively rich literature about both topics, which 

should greatly helped author in his work. Also methodological framework is weak. I 

especially miss the precise definition of what the author will compare. It is a shame, because 

author works with a number of specific areas he compares, so it is a pity that it did not 

identify at the beginning of their work. 

In the text itself the author of the paper is considerably more successful. Author adequately 

describes the development of both EDL and Pegida subsequently. Descriptive passages are 

relatively short and meaningful. The author did not only describe, but he already shows 

motivation and structure of the supporters of the two movements. The main body of thesis is 

relatively clear, logically structured and point to answer the research question. Finally, the 

conclusion itself is quite poor again; a lack of a theoretical framework that would enable the 

author to further develop his thesis is manifested here. 

 

Minor criteria: 

The work is based on a sufficient set of resources, with lack of resources for social movement 

theory and the New Right theory. I would recommend higher use of references in the text. 

Likewise, I would also recommend modifying the list of literature and dividing it into 

sources, scientific texts and journalistic articles. 

The work is written stylistically appropriate, formal criteria are accomplished.  
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Overall evaluation: 

Master thesis is based on a good theme, it includes appropriate analysis of both 

movements, but lacks deeper theoretical and methodological basis. 

 

Suggested grade: Good (3) 

 

Signature:  

                                    


